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SPECIES REQUIREMENT 
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Dear Examiner: 

Enclosed please find a RESPONSE TO RESTRICTION REQUIREMENT AND 
ELECTION OF SPECIES REQUIREMENT in the above-identified Application. 

Thank you in advance for your kind consideration of this case, 
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RESPONSE TO RESTRICTION REQUIREMENT AND 
ELECTION OF SPECIES REQUIREMENT 

Sir: 

In response to the Of&ce Action dated February 7, 2006, Applicant states as follows: 

REMARKS 

In response to tfie Examiner's Restriction Requirement and Election of Species 
Requirement in the Office Action. Applicant hereby elects the invention of Group I (e.g., claims 
1-27 and 30-33), and Species E (e.g., Figure IF) with traverse . 

y^plicants reserve the opportuiuty to file a Divisional Application for the non-electsd 
invention and/or species later. 

I. THE RESTRICTION REQUIREMENT 

The Examiner alleges that the invention of Group I is distinct from the invention of 
Group n. However, even assuming (arguendo) that the invention of claims 28-29 is indq)endent 
or distinct fixun the invention of claims 1-27 and 30-33, the Examin er has not even alleged that 
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